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The level of political polar-
ization in America right now 
is toxic. According to a Pew 
Study (Political Polarization in 
the American Public), in 2014 
27% of Democrats viewed the 
Republican Party as ‘a threat to 
the nation’s well-being’ while 
36% of Republicans thought 
the same of the Democrat-
ic Party. Another Pew Study 
(Partisanship and Political Ani-
mosity in 2016) shows an even 
more polarized reality… 49% 
of all Republicans and 55% of 
all Democrats say the other 
party makes them feel afraid 
(the numbers were even higher 
for people dubbed ‘politically 
active’ based upon voting fre-
quency, campaign participa-
tion and donations). 

One of the most blatant signs 
of this extreme polarization is 
that many people don’t even 
think it’s a bad thing. We’re so 
sure of our own political opin-
ions that we forget that they 
are opinions--that someone 
else can actually hold the op-
posite belief. We’ve come to a 
point where we don’t feel ob-
ligated to respect people with 
the opposite view, instead we 
pity them and make excuses for 
their apparent defectiveness. 
They’re uneducated (and/or) 

just ignorant, or maybe their 
religion is blinding them (pos-
sibly all three). 

The truth is, one of the most 
threatening things to a proud 
liberal is an educated, well-in-
formed conservative. Liber-
als stuff Republicans into the 
‘ignorant, white, uneducated, 
gun-flaunting, jesus-loving, 
lower class, redneck’ box that 
we’ve created in our collec-
tive imagination, and move 
on. We don’t want to think of 
the well-informed Republican 
who can back up their opin-
ions. Because what if their log-
ic is good? What if, for a split 
second, we might even be 
half-convinced to join the dark 
side? 

And this is the problem with 
political polarization. There 
shouldn’t be a dark side. Right 
now there is  my team and 
there is yours, there is my side 
of the aisle and theirs. We for-
get that we are all on the same 
team. Even if right now it feels 
like we can’t possibly be on 
the same team, we are. Don-
ald Trump is our captain and 
if he fails, we all go down with 
him. So, wouldn’t it be great 
if the other half of our team 
respected our opinions and 

we understood theirs? Maybe 
we wouldn’t be afraid of one 
another and, just maybe, we 
could finally cooperate again. 

Now, with Trump in office, it is 
even harder to keep an open 
mind about conservatives, but 
it is crucial that we do. Repub-
licans who voted for a different 
candidate casts just as many 
votes as Democrats did for 
Trump, so it is incredibly unfair 
to project judgement of his ac-
tions upon them. Even some 
of his voters are upset about 
his actions. I am not writing to 
condone Trump and any of his 
actions or suggest that Demo-
crats should stop marching and 
protesting, but if we are going 
to be angry, we should be an-
gry at Donald Trump and his 
cabinet, not at every Republi-
can.  

Moving forward, especially 
during these next four years, 
we need to communicate. We 
need to reflect upon our own 
opinions and understand the 
other side’s. If Republicans feel 
unwelcome, we need to invite 
them into the discussion and 
we need to take the opportu-
nity for respectful discourse 
seriously.

Evvy O’Neil
Editor’s Note: Political Polarization
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On the 22nd of January, Is-
raeli Prime Minister Benja-
min Netanyahu postponed 
voting on a piece of legis-
lation that, if passed, would 
ensure the official annex-
ation of Ma’aleh Adumin, 
one of the largest Jewish 
Settlements in the West 
Bank. According to sources 
from within the ruling Likud 
coalition, Netanyahu wanted 
the chance to discuss the is-
sue with newly inaugurated 
President Trump, meaning 
that voting may be delayed 
until February, when the 
two leaders are scheduled 
to meet in Washington. If 
President Trump has any 
semblance of foreign poli-
cy shrewdness, he will urge 
Netanyahu to scrap the plan 
entirely, for such action by 
Israel would have deleteri-
ous effects on any remnants 
of hope for the acceptance 
of the only viable option for 
an enduring peace between 
Israelis and Palestinians: the 
two-state solution. 

In foreign policy discussion 

circles, few issues are as po-
larizing, particularly in highly 
charged and politicized col-
lege campuses such as ours, 
as those concerning Israel 
and the Palestinians. Emo-
tions often run high, and it is 
difficult to completely detach 
oneself from one’s own feel-
ings on the situation, regard-
less of which side one stands 
on. For some, the conflict is 
exemplified by the barbaric 
wave of terrorist onslaughts 
launched against the Israeli 
people during the Second 
Intifada, by cowardly rock-
et attacks from Hamas-con-
trolled Gaza, or by senseless 
knife and car-ramming at-
tacks against Israeli soldiers 
and civilians on the streets 
of Jerusalem. For others, 
dwelling on the conflict will 
conjure images of the hu-
miliating checkpoints scat-
tered across the West Bank, 
of the indefinite detention 
of young Palestinian men 
by Israeli security forces, 
or of the mangled bodies 
of innocent Gazan children 
who have from that point 

on been known as collater-
al damage. Yet, as painful as 
those thoughts and memo-
ries may be, we must learn 
to decouple the facts of the 
issue from our own precon-
ceived biases and notions 
concerning it, for that is the 
only way a that peaceful res-
olution can ever be possible. 

At this point I feel it neces-
sary for me, as the author 
of this piece and someone 
who strives for full intellec-
tual honesty, to be forthright 
about my own inclinations. 
As it will become clear lat-
er on in this article, I am a 
steadfast supporter of the 
State of Israel and view the 
nation as a crucial and reli-
able ally in the Middle East. 
It holds dear many of the 
same tenets we cherish in 
our own Western liberal de-
mocracies, such as an inclu-
sive representative govern-
ment, respect for the rights 
of women and LGBT com-
munities, and freedom of re-
ligion. My admiration for the 
state of Israel grows stron-

Byron Valenzuela

Ghosts of the Oslo Accords: Understanding 
the Future of the Two-State Solution 
and Israeli-Palestinian Peace, Part I
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ger when I remember the ex-
istential peril faced by Israel 
during its first few decades 
of existence and the fight-
ing spirit that those looming 
threats cultivated within Is-
raeli society. In the process 
of doing what was necessary 
to ensure its own survival, Is-
rael has established itself as 
one of the world’s hotbeds 
of innovation and entrepre-
neurship, becoming a global 
leader in various high-tech 
industries while establishing 
itself as the region’s undis-
puted military juggernaut.
 
Yet, Israel’s role as a re-
spected international play-
er is currently threatened 
by its continued occupation 
of the West Bank, an area 
controlled by Israel since its 
victory in the Six Day War 
of 1967. After the War, Isra-
el found itself in control of 
the Sinai Peninsula, the Gaza 
Strip, the Golan Heights, and 
the West Bank, all while seiz-
ing full control of the city of 
Jerusalem. If one remembers 
just how vulnerable Israel 
felt during that tumultuous 
time, then such occupation 
made military sense. As a 
small country both in terms 
of land area and population, 
Israel lacks the strategic 
depth that larger countries 
take for granted. Controlling 
those territories gave Israel 

vastly more breathing room, 
something that would prove 
indispensable during the 
Yom Kippur War of 1973. 

However, the geopolitical 
realities of the Middle East 
have changed since then, 
and often times for the 
benefit of Israel. The peace 
agreements established with 
Egypt and Jordan have, for 
all practical purposes, elimi-
nated any true conventional 
military threat against the 
nation. Such peace has also 
removed any justification for 
a continued Israeli military 
presence in the West Bank, 
which serves as a buffer be-
tween Israel and Jordan. It 
is that same presence in the 
West Bank, along with the 
relentless expansion of ille-
gal settlements, that serves 
to partially fuel the extrem-
ism at the heart of many Pal-
estinian acts of terror. 

However, acknowledging 
those truths in no way ab-
solves any act of violence and 
terror committed against Is-
raeli soldiers and civilians. 
Such terror only further jus-
tifies the rhetoric of politi-
cians who believe that an in-
dependent Palestinian state 
will be nothing more than a 
source of violence. Frankly, 
it is not hard to sympathize 
with that view. 

Shortly after Israel’s unilater-
al withdrawal from the Gaza 
Strip in 2005, Hamas seized 
control of the territory and 
established its repressive 
and anti-Semitic rule. Fears 
that the same could happen 
in the West Bank are justi-
fied, especially when one 
considers the precarious sit-
uation of the Palestinian Au-
thority and of its president, 
Mahmoud Abbas. 

Still, there are workable solu-
tions that would ensure Isra-
el enjoys increased security 
while delivering to the Pales-
tinian people the dignity that 
comes with true sovereignty. 
Such solutions are beyond 
the scope of this particular 
article, but will be laid out in 
detail in a follow-up piece. 
Of course, this issue and m
y own ideas concerning it 
are in no way unidimen-
sional. With such a multi-
faceted conflict that threat-
ens the continued safety 
of two groups of people, it 
would be foolhardy to as-
sume that one perspicuous 
answer exists, but that only 
means that rigorous debate 
and discussion remain vital, 
perhaps even more so now 
that a new, erratic man is at 
the helm of the free world’s 
leadership.
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Cameron Meikle

The 
      Environmental 
Push 
     of the 
     Future
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As we enter a new, conser-
vative Presidential term, 
many liberal agendas such 
as ending destructive drill-
ing, funding climate change 
research, and investing in 
green energy may be put on 
the chopping block. Former 
President Obama played a 
prominent role in adding 
Bears Ears Buttes (a famous 
climbing hub) to the list of 
national monuments, pre-
serving thousands of acres 
of marine habitats, and cut-
ting down the United States’ 
carbon footprint but sadly, 
President Trump will not be 
an advocate for the environ-
ment. 

Donald Trump has surround-
ed himself with many an-
ti-climate change advisors. 
His pick for the head of the 
Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) is Scott Pruitt. 
Pruitt, a well-known attorney 
from Oklahoma, has filed 
dozens of lawsuits against 
the EPA that have blocked a 
myriad of crucial regulations. 

Even though Trump is not 
acting with appropriate ur-
gency, environmental issues 
need to be dealt with now. 
Current models predict the 
Arctic Oceans to be ice-free 
within the century. So, how 
do we deal with a president 
who doesn’t care about envi-
ronmental issues? 

We, the citizens of the United 
States, need to step up and 
advocate for environmental 
issues ourselves. A great ex-
ample of active citizens mak-
ing a difference is the fight 
against the Glen Canyon 
Dam. In 1954, the govern-
ment built the Glen Canyon 
Dam, flooding 68,900 hect-
ares of pristine slot canyons, 
sandstone gullies, and even 
pre-columbian villages. Ev-
ery year, 95% of the rich 
sediment coming down from 
the Colorado river becomes 
stuck behind the dam. The 
sediment is essential for re-
plenishing sand bars, beach-
es, and aquatic habitats for 
fish. The famed Edward Ab-
bey and the environmen-
tal group Earth First fought 
against dam development 
in the 1980s. Their activism 
included drawing a crack on 
the Glen Canyon Dam and 
protesting hundreds of un-
needed and destructive proj-
ects throughout the United 
States. While the activism 
done by Earth First became 
radical, it was a battle cry for 
the environment movement. 
Now the environment needs 
the grassroots movements 
and activism once again.  

We need to take up the same 
arms defined by our first en-
vironmental warrior, Teddy 
Roosevelt. Roosevelt start-
ed the United States Forest 

Service, established many 
national parks, and passed 
legislations to conserve land. 
He saw the importance of 
protecting the magnificence 
of nature, something our 
current administration fails 
to see. In the coming years, 
the environment needs the 
ideology of Roosevelt to 
change our destructive prac-
tices.

Projects such as the Susitna 
River Dam (a dam situated 
north of Anchorage near De-
nali National Park) and the 
Keystone Pipeline threaten 
watersheds and sustainable 
energy. President Trump 
fails to understand the dam-
age to the environment, in-
stead he stamps price tags 
on land and water. We, the 
people, must fight through 
words and protests for the 
land we live on, the rivers we 
drink from, and the oceans 
we play in. There is only one 
Yosemite, only one Canyon-
lands, and only one Denali 
National Park. In the words 
of Teddy Roosevelt, “Keep 
this great wonder of nature 
as it is. Do nothing to mar its 
grandeur, for the ages have 
been at work upon it. Keep 
it for your children, your chil-
dren’s children, and all who 
come after you.”

The 
      Environmental 
Push 
     of the 
     Future
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The rhythm is unforgettable 
– the sights unlike any you’d 
see on the road.  And the wi-fi 
works!  Imagine yourself on a 
train, travelling from our adopt-
ed home of Northfield to the 
hustle and bustle of Minneap-
olis and St. Paul.  Far-fetched!  
Nonsense!     

This is not nonsense!  North-
field residents and college 
students are organizing with 
communities up and down our 
existing line of Union Pacific 
rail to appeal to the Minnesota 
legislature.  This coalition is ask-
ing state lawmakers to provide 
funding for intercity passenger 
rail service from the Twin Cit-
ies through communities such 
as Rosemount, Farmington, 
Northfield, Faribault, Owaton-
na, and the quickly-growing 
medical hub of Rochester.  In 
addition to providing a more 
sustainable way for Rice Coun-
ty residents to travel to work 
(58% work outside the county), 
it can also provide a reliable 
way for patients at the Mayo 
Clinic to get to and from Roch-
ester.  It would certainly be an 
economic boom to communi-
ties along the route and would 
decrease the dependence on 
cars that are clogging I-35 and 
emitting more carbon into the 
air.     

Before the advent of the inter-
state highway system, trains 
were essentially the only practi-
cal transportation option avail-
able when travelling between 
cities.  If a Northfielder want-
ed to go to the courthouse 
in Faribault or see relatives in 
Minneapolis, rail was the as-
sumed mode of transportation.  
Minnesota’s current rail transit 
system has reached the point 
where the only passenger train 
that leaves the metro area is 
the once-daily Empire Builder, 
the cross-country Amtrak route 
that travels from Chicago to 
Seattle.  Even then, the west-
bound train arrives in St. Paul 
at 11 pm, and the eastbound 
train at 7 am.  Not particularly 
convenient times for travel.  

In addition to making it easier 
for townies and gownies alike 
to get to and from Northfield, 
there are benefits to bringing 
passenger trains to our tracks.  
If passenger trains were to re-
turn to Northfield’s tracks, the 
crossing gates would need to 
be improved.  Because of this, 
trains would not have to blow 
their horns as much or as loud-
ly, meaning that Carls would 
get much better sleep.  If that’s 
not reason enough to support 
such an endeavor, I don’t know 
what is.  

Why am I telling you all of 
this this?  In short, students 
can have an exceptional im-
pact on the development 
of this line.  They can write 
letters and send emails to 
Minnesota state senators, 
representatives, and Gover-
nor Dayton.  Even a letter 
to President Trump wouldn’t 
hurt, considering he did 
promise in his inaugural ad-
dress to invest in our infra-
structure – including our 
railways.  Emphasizing the 
economic benefits of rail 
transport, the savings in road 
maintenance, and the added 
allure to less car-dependent 
young people is key to con-
vincing pocketbook-focused 
politicos.  Our line is not the 
only one under consider-
ation, though we should not 
view other proposed exist-
ing track renewal as compe-
tition.  Reaching out to other 
college campuses in Minne-
sota such as the University 
of Minnesota-Duluth and 
Mankato State is also help-
ful, as greater attention to 
rail outside of the Twin Cities 
benefits the whole state.

If you are interested in more 
details of the proposed rail 
service, more can be found 
at mnrail.org.  Templates 

Michael Happ

Bring Back The Train!  A Call for Renewed 
Rail Transit in Minnesota
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Right-wing populism has nev-
er been so infectious. From 
Trump to Brexit and New 
Nationalism in Europe, sov-
ereign states appear poised 
to turn away from each oth-
er, rejecting an open, cosmo-
politan global stage. How-
ever, can the global order 
simply dissolve into a shaky 
collection of self-reliant soci-
eties? Furthermore, is it even 
possible for states to avoid 
each other while focusing on 
their own interests? 

Enlightenment philosopher 
Immanuel Kant would say 
“no” to these questions. In 
his essay “Idea for a Uni-
versal History with a Cos-
mopolitan Purpose,” Kant 
claims that human nature 
is grounded in unsocial so-
ciability; although we are 
self-interested, we are simul-
taneously inclined toward 
others. Ironic in theory, but 
true in practice. Warfare, for 
instance, puts opposing so-
cieties into physical contact 
with each other––a social 
exchange with an “unsocial” 
motive. Kant’s idea of unso-
cial sociability suggests that 
states will inevitably interact 
with one another, wheth-

er on positive or negative 
terms.

Trump and the New Nation-
alists across the Atlantic view 
globalization as the bane of 
modernity. While globaliza-
tion has displaced some of 
the most vulnerable groups 
around the world, includ-
ing the indigenous and the 
working class, its failures are 
not resolvable by rewinding 
human progress. Are inter-
national justice and security 
possible without some form 
of multilateral agreement? 
How can we be so sure that 
humankind won’t descend 
into a violent state of nature 
without an overarching com-
mon ground?

Moreover, the New Nation-
alists have a fatal flaw in their 
battle cry against elitism: ex-
clusion. One might think that 
an ambitious populist move-
ment would hope to garner 
as much support as possible. 
But, in the process of calling 
out power brokers for their 
inaccessibility to the working 
class, the New Nationalists 
have created a platform that 
is inaccessible to racial, eth-
nic, and religious minorities. 

In doing so, they have re-
vealed and condoned some 
of the ugliest xenophobia in 
recent memory.

A world without openness 
and collaboration––across 
borders, cultures, markets, 
and governments––is implic-
itly intolerant of difference. 
And the social climate that 
comes with this worldview, 
as headlines continue to 
show, is explicitly hateful.

Globalization can and should 
be critiqued and reformed, 
but a serious attempt at a 
full-fledged betrayal of the 
system is unfeasible and like-
ly destructive. What we now 
consider the global commu-
nity could soon become an 
international battleground.

Kant posits that societies 
are destined to come into 
contact with one another; 
whether we do so peaceful-
ly or violently, however, is 
up to us. If we fail to defend 
what’s right about the world 
as we know it, we ought to 
fear for unsocial sociability in 
the coming years.

Ross Matican
Sorry, Trump: Globalization is Here to Stay

for contacting policymakers 
can be found there, as well 
as maps of the proposed 

routes and a history of the 
rail line.  Also, keep an eye 
out for letter writing mate-

rials in Sayles in the coming 
weeks.
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Of the many dangerous 
untruths espoused by the 
Trump campaign, perhaps 
none was so flagrant as the 
one implicit in the campaign’s 
central promise, “Make 
America Great Again.” That 
phrase seemingly asks us to 
recall a period when the Unit-
ed States still offered free-
dom and prosperity to all– 
when the American Dream 
was alive and well, unmarred 
by today’s excesses of bad 
regulation, Washington elit-
ism, and so-called “political 
correctness.” But when was 
that time? When was Ameri-
ca great?

Was America great in 1776, 
when the Founding Fathers 
signed the Declaration of 
Independence-- that beau-
tiful document, penned by 

Thomas Jefferson? (Jeffer-
son, who owned hundreds 
of slaves, and raped his slave 
Sally Hemings for decades, 
and would push relentless-
ly for westward expansion 
and Native American exter-
mination, believing “Indian 
country belonged in white 
hands?”)

Was America great in 1917, 
when President Wilson asked 
congress for a declaration of 
war against Germany, assert-
ing “we are glad [to fight] … 
for the ultimate peace of the 
world and for the liberation 
of its peoples?” (1917, when 
suffragist Alice Paul was 
being force-fed raw eggs 
through a tube in the psy-
chopathic ward of the DC 
District Jail, for the grave of-
fense of suggesting women 

should be allowed to vote?)

Was America great in 1962, 
when President Kennedy 
rallied support for the auda-
cious national effort to land 
a man on the moon? (1962, 
when the US troops plodded 
through puddles in Vietnam, 
burning the huts of the ru-
ral poor, and the nation was 
“faced with the cruel irony” 
Dr. King would later remark 
“of watching Negro and 
white boys on TV screens as 
they kill and die together for 
a nation that has been un-
able to seat them together 
in the same schools?”)

The United States has har-
bored an abundance of 
great ideas, great individu-
als, and great moments. But 
they have always existed in 

Dustin Michels

The Insult and 
Absurdity of 

‘Make America 
Great Again’
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“Make America Greater” is 
perhaps a slogan I could  
rally behind

tandem with profound and 
unconscionable violence, op-
pression, and anguish. More-
over, the freedoms and lib-
erties of American life have 
always fallen disproportion-
ately on the white, the male, 
the straight, and the wealthy, 
while the nation’s crimes and 
atrocities have always fallen 
disproportionately on the 
black and brown, the non-
straight, the female-bodied, 
and the poor. For these rea-
sons and more, we cannot 
nostalgically label any pe-
riod of American history as 
“great.” 

I want to believe that Trump’s 
chosen slogan is simply 
misguided, reflecting 
ignorance of historical 
fact. But it probably 
isn’t. The scarier and 
more likely possibility 
is that Trump knows 
exactly what “Make 
America Great Again” really 
means: make America like it 
used to be, make America 
white, make America mine. 
Some of his supporters ral-
lied behind this message. 
And the ones that thought 
they were rallying behind 
a different message-- of 
“draining the swamp,” or 
bringing back manufacturing 
jobs, or supporting law en-
forcement officers and mili-
tary personnel-- were quite 

simply duped. Trump will do 
none of the things.

I don’t have to ‘give him 
a chance’. I don’t have to 
guess what he’ll do. Trump 
has been perfectly clear. The 
next four years will feature 
an all-out assault on climate 
science and scientific pro-
grams, as well as civil rights, 
reproductive rights, and 
LGBTQ rights. We will see a 
dramatic expansion of state 
surveillance, police power, 
and military might, coupled 
with a massive neoliberalist 
evisceration of protective 
regulations and the public 
sphere. These actions will 

be undertaken to promote 
US corporate hegemony 
(expanding the power and 
influence of the nation’s 1%) 
though they will be disguised 
at every stage as measures 
to protect Americans, espe-
cially that coalition of mostly 
rural, blue-collar, Christians 
that call themselves “the si-
lent majority.”

I do not support Trump. I 
don’t support what he stands 

for, and I do not support his 
plans. He is #NotMyPresi-
dent and should be resisted 
in every dangerous, dastard-
ly move that he makes.  

Above all, I reject the original 
lie of the Trump campaign: 
the myth of bygone Amer-
ican greatness. I reject the 
notion that America was ever 
great, in a robust and com-
plete sense, at any point in 
time. America has only been 
great in pieces– in the eva-
nescent moments of cour-
age, clarity, and strength, 
when its citizens have stood 
up to demand that their 
country make good on its 
promises and live up to its 
ideals. I stand behind the 

Martin Luther Kings 
and Alice Pauls of US 
history, and the Pete 
Seegers, Harriet Tub-
mans, and Sojourner 
Truths. I stand behind 
the leaders of today’s 
Black Lives Matter 

movement and #NoDAPL 
resistance, and all the other 
intellectuals, artists, agita-
tors, and activists who have 
stubbornly tried to imagine 
and occupy a more honest 
and honorable America.

“Make America Greater” is 
perhaps a slogan I could rally 
behind. But “Make America 
Great Again” is an absurdity 
and an insult.
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Jiangxiong Zhang

Are We Entering the Thucydides Trap? 
The Uncertain Year of U.S.-China Relations

On November 9, 2016, the 
ruling Chinese Communist 
Party (CCP) mouthpiece Xin-
hua News Agency sent out a 
report: “Chinese President 
Xi Jinping on Wednesday 
congratulated Donald Trump 
on becoming president-elect 
of the United States.” The 
brief sentence was China’s 
first official response to the 
U.S. election. Beijing, just 
like other political centers 
around the world, was puz-
zled about future bilateral 
relations.

The Chinese public generally 
held negative views on Hil-
lary Clinton because she crit-
icized China during her time 
as Secretary of State. The 
Chinese people hoped that 
Donald Trump, as a busi-
nessman, would focus less 
on ideology than Clinton 
did. The government, how-
ever, favored Clinton, for it 
prefered a tough president 
to an unpredictable one. 
The Chinese authority loves 
stability, as demonstrated in 
President Xi’s speech during 
his state visit to the U.S. in 
2015: “There’s no such thing 
as the so-called Thucydides 

Trap in the world.”

Thucydides Trap refers to 
a rapid rising power chal-
lenging the balance of pow-
er with an established rival 
that escalates to war. In his 
speech, Xi was referring to 
the Middle Kingdom and its 
relations with Uncle Sam.

Though both candidates 
were harsh on China, China 
was immune to “tough talks 
during the campaign trail.” 
Many Chinese believe that 
that U.S. presidential can-
didates give China the la-
bel of ‘the troublemaker’ as 
a political strategy during 
election season -- by plac-
ing the blame for the world’s 
problems on China, candi-
dates invoke nationalism 
and acquire more votes.This 
blame on China, however, is 
thought to be just a political 
strategy, and not a reflection 
of future policy decisions 
or relations with China. This 
time, however, might be dif-
ferent.

Officials were shocked when 
Trump didn’t soften his an-
ti-China rhetoric after he 

won the election but rather 
veered toward increasing 
aggression as he questioned 
the One-China Policy (one of 
Beijing’s core interests), dis-
cussed increasing defense 
expense on the contested 
South China Sea, and ap-
pointed China critics, includ-
ing Peter Navarro (director 
of the documentary Death 
By China) to his cabinet.

On invoking nationalism, Xi 
and Trump appear striking-
ly similar. Xi consolidated 
power under the principle 
of “the great rejuvenation of 
the Chinese nation,” which 
pretty much means “make 
China great again.” The 
Chinese version of Trump’s 
slogan refers to its histori-
cal dominance in the world 
and frames western pow-
ers, including the U.S., as 
the cause of its century-long 
humiliation. Trump’s version 
refers to its superpower sta-
tus in the post-Cold War era 
and frames emerging econo-
mies, including China, as the 
cause of its manufacturing 
unemployment.

Going back to ‘glory days’ 
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becomes a dangerous game. 
Nationalistic and competi-
tive sentiment fuels conflict. 
The Thucydides Trap may 
not exist now, but it could 
very well exist in the future. 
Though an armed conflict is 
highly unlikely, a trade war, 
cyber war, or cold war might 
be just around the cor-
ner. There are bright signs, 
though: Trump’s meeting 
with Jack Ma, founder and 
CEO of e-commerce giant 
Alibaba, was viewed posi-
tively in both countries be-
cause Jack promised to cre-
ate jobs in America and the 
Chinese see ways to do work 
with the new administration. 
However, another meeting 
between Trump’s son-in-law 
Jared Kushner and Wu Xiao-
hui, Chairman of the largest 
Chinese conglomerate An-
bang triggered controversy. 
The public fears there’s con-
flict of interests because of 
Kushner’s role as the Senior 
White House Advisor and 

Anbang’s unclear tie with 
Chinese government.

Not only does the Chinese 
government face uncer-
tainty -- Washington is also 
struggling to decode China’s 
foreign policy. The Chinese 
counterpart of the Depart-
ment of State is the Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs, but there 
exists another institution 
called Foreign Affairs Lead-
ing Group under the Central 
Committee of CCP which is a 
consultation body on paper, 
but has the real power since 
it is led by Xi Jinping. Under 
the Party-State system, the 
Party always has more power 
than the government, so the 
Foreign Minister is more a 
policy executor than a policy 
maker. Thus, ministerial talks 
usually won’t lead to policy 
change. President Xi offered 
to meet Trump’s transition 
team at Davos on January 
17, and he met Joe Biden, 
who had nearly no pow-

er at that time. It’s unclear 
who reports to Xi, so direct 
talks between top leaders 
become hugely important. 
Barack Obama had the most 
direct talks with his Chinese 
counterpart than any other 
president in U.S. history, but 
it seems Donald Trump is not 
going continue such commu-
nication.

The year  2017 also signifies 
a transition in China. The 
19th National Congress of 
the CCP will be held in the 
fall. While it’s almost certain 
Xi will remain at the top, the 
Politburo Standing Commit-
tee, which includes the 7 
most powerful people in the 
country, is expected to face 
a big reshuffle. No one will 
know where the U.S.-China 
relations are going in 2017 
until the administrations of 
both countries transition 
completely.

CVN 78 USS George Washington, Nimitz Class Liaoning, Varyag Class
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“Dylann S. Roof, the un-
repentant and inscruta-
ble white supremacist who 
killed nine African-Ameri-
can churchgoers in a bra-
zen racial rampage almost 
19 months ago, an outburst 
of extremist violence that 
shocked the nation, was con-
demned to death by a fed-
eral jury on Tuesday.” (From 
the New York Times. January 
10, 2017)

This is somewhat mislead-
ing, and news stories should 
read that Roof might even-
tually be put to death. Most 
people think that Roof 
getting the death penalty 
means that tomorrow or the 
day after he will be shot up 
with a drug cocktail that the 
government is finding more 
and more difficult to create. 
In reality, he is going to wait 
for what might be decades 
until, at some point, some-
one will decide whether or 
not he still deserves to die. 
This process is not immedi-
ate, as many seem to think. 
Roof was sentenced to 
death by lethal injection af-
ter being convicted on thir-
ty-three counts of federal 
hate crime charges, but will 
likely sit on death row for 

a decade or more. The av-
erage amount of time that 
an inmate spends on death 
row before being execut-
ed is now almost seventeen 
years, and that number only 
applies to the people who 
were actually executed. In 
fact, in 2014 there were only 
35 total executions, even 
though there were 72 death 
sentences. Additionally, 
since 1976 there have been 
a total of 1,392 executions. 
There are currently 3,035 in-
mates on death row. Make of 
that what you will, but bear 
in mind that all of those in-
mates are currently incarcer-
ated in solitary confinement, 
and are, indeed, costing the 
taxpayers money.
 Speaking of taxpay-
ers brings us to the costs of 
the death penalty, which are 
even more absurd than the 
actual process of it. Accord-
ing to Amnesty Internation-
al:
• A 2003 legislative au-

dit in Kansas found that 
the estimated cost of 
a death penalty case 
was 70% more than the 
cost of a comparable 
non-death penalty case. 
Death penalty case costs 
were counted through 

to execution (median 
cost $1.26 million). Non-
death penalty case costs 
were counted through to 
the end of incarceration 
(median cost $740,000). 
(December 2003 Survey 
by the Kansas Legislative 
Post Audit)

• In Tennessee, death pen-
alty trials cost an average 
of 48% more than the 
average cost of trials in 
which prosecutors seek 
life imprisonment. (2004 
Report from Tennessee 
Comptroller of the Trea-
sury Office of Research)

• In Maryland death pen-
alty cases cost 3 times 
more than non-death 
penalty cases, or $3 mil-
lion for a single case. (Ur-
ban Institute, The Cost 
of the Death Penalty in 
Maryland, March 2008)

• In California the current 
system costs $137 million 
per year; it would cost 
$11.5 million for a system 
without the death pen-
alty. (California Commis-
sion for the Fair Admin-
istration of Justice, July 
2008)

Take a moment to think 
about the implications of 
these numbers. California 
alone could save $125.5 mil-
lion annually by abolishing 
the death penalty, and that’s 
only one state. If you’re read-

Matt Kaye
Let Dylann Roof Live
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   Donald Trump has 
capitalized   
   on American 
ignorance and 
unwillingness to  
think critically       in this electioning this right now and think-

ing something like “well, 
California’s population is al-
most fifty million, so that’s 
only $2.50 per person,” 
you would be right. Howev-
er, as a point of reference, 
the University of California, 
Berkeley estimates that at-
tendance costs $33,418 per 
year per student. After find-
ing numbers on Berkeley’s 
total number of freshmen 
and doing a little math, we 
find that eliminating the 
death penalty in California 
would save enough mon-
ey to pay for 3,755 fresh-
men to attend Berkeley this 
year, cost free. Now, take a 
step back and consider that. 
Berkeley’s freshman class in 
2016 consisted of 6,253 new 

students, and that 3,755 
would make up sixty per-
cent of freshmen being able 
to attend cost-free, and this 
is just California’s savings. 
The benefits of eliminating 
the death penalty nationally 
would expand the benefits 
that California would reap to 
all parts of the nation.
 Regardless of what 
you think about the morality 
of the death penalty, the tim-
ing of execution, or anything 
else, just take a minute or 
two to think about the com-
plete impracticality of the 
cost structure of capital pun-
ishment in the United States. 
Frankly, the death penalty is 
complete nonsense from a 
pragmatist’s perspective, 
given how useful the mon-

ey that we spend every year 
could be if it were allocated 
differently. Finally, and most 
importantly, most people on 
death row do not and will not 
end up being executed. The 
trial costs are sunk, but there 
is no result at all in the long-
run: positive or negative. So, 
if you are going to advocate 
for Roof’s killing because of 
how “he deserves to die just 
like the people he killed in 
cold blood,” just remember 
that we are going to pay sig-
nificantly more to have him 
sit on death row for what 
might be the rest of his life 
than we would if we did the 
exact same, but called it sol-
itary confinement instead. 

Calla Slayton
No Longer An Afterthought

One of the biggest tragedies in 
current political debates is the 
classification of women’s rights 
as its own category. While of 
course not every American is 
going to need birth control or 
an abortion, the complete sep-
aration of topics that primarily 
affect women is unjust. 

At the Women’s March in Wash-
ington, D.C., California Senator 
Kamala Harris (D) discussed 

her role as a female senator. 
In front of over 500,000 Amer-
icans who showed up for the 
historic march, Senator Harris 
not only spoke about hope for 
the future, but also about the 
breadth of women’s issues. 
She gave examples of how 
colleagues would approach 
her to talk about women’s is-
sues and she would answer by 
saying things like, ‘Great, let’s 
talk about economic issues!’ or 

‘Okay, let’s discuss health care.’ 
She understood that economic 
issues and health care, along 
with many others, all fell under 
the larger umbrella of “wom-
en’s issues.” Her emphasis on 
intersectionality was refreshing 
and inspiring.

In the United States, women 
are over half of the popula-
tion. Even though we are the 
majority, the issues that mainly 
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concern us are considered af-
terthoughts. For example, one 
of the major topics under the 
broad term of women’s issues 
is reproductive rights. Repro-
ductive rights span from birth 
control to abortions to general 
sex education. The magnitude 
of this topic deserves a perma-
nent place in political discus-
sion. Reproductive rights and 
education are not merely sec-
ondary issues. 

Ever since Roe v. Wade legal-
ized abortions in 1973, poli-
ticians, interest groups, and 
citizens alike have vigorously 
worked to weaken the rights 
given to women from the land-
mark case. Just last year, the 
Supreme Court heard the case, 
Whole Woman’s Health v. Hell-
erstedt, which centered around 
Texas’s HB-2 law that imposed 
hospital-level standards on 
abortion clinics, like Planned 
Parenthood, and required that 
physicians who performed 
abortions have admitting priv-
ileges in nearby hospitals. 
When these clinics weren’t able 
to reach these new measures, 
they were forced to shut down. 
The results were disastrous 
for Americans in the lone star 
state. With nearly half of the 
clinics shutting down, women 
were forced to travel hundreds 
of miles or go to another state 
to have healthy, legal abor-
tions. With the open seat on 
the Supreme Court and a Re-

publican-controlled Congress, 
we shouldn’t be surprised to 
see more cases like Whole 
Woman’s Health v. Hellerst-
edt that claim to ensure safety 
measures for clinics, but in ac-
tuality are eating away at the 
rights granted to women over 
40 years ago. There’s a real 
possibility that Republicans, 
who have been waiting for a 
united government in their fa-
vor, will enact state laws like 
Texas’s HB-2 and then face lit-

tle opposition from politicians 
on the federal level. The deci-
sion to carry or not carry a child 
affects a woman for the rest of 
her life. To deprive her of the 
right to make that decision for 
herself is a huge overstep of 
power. 

With such drastic attacks on 
reproductive rights on the 
horizon, we need everyone to 
understand the importance of 
“women’s rights,” specifically 
reproductive rights. Women 
have birthed the entire human 
race and what we decide to do 
with our bodies affects every-

one. After the disgusting video 
of our current president joking 
about sexual assault was re-
leased to the public, hundreds 
of public figures, many of whom 
were politicians, came forward 
to denounce his vulgar words. 
They discussed how they had 
daughters, wives, and mothers 
whom they loved, and so de-
grading language about wom-
en sickened them. While de-
crying his offensive statements 
is admirable, the connections 
to real life women overlooked 
the underlying issue. People 
shouldn’t have to know a wom-
an personally to be offend-
ed by that horrid video. They 
should be outraged at those 
comments because women are 
humans. Period. We need to 
stop caring about issues only 
when they affect us. 

By believing women’s issues 
don’t affect us all, we degrade 
core topics, like reproductive 
rights, that play a profound 
role in all of our lives, no matter 
our gender. Not understand-
ing the intersections between 
“women’s issues” and other 
political topics is a grave mis-
take. Senator Harris wisely ex-
plained, “We are tired as wom-
en of being relegated to simply 
being thought of as a particular 
constituency or demographic.” 
When society finally recognizes 
that women’s rights are human 
rights, we will all win.

   We are tired  
as women of being   
  relegated  
to simply being thought 
of as a particular 
constituency
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With the recent inauguration of 
President Trump, it is important 
to understand how and why he 
was able to ascend to the pres-
idency. While there are many 
economic, political, and demo-
graphic factors that affected 
the outcome of the 2016 elec-
tion, it would be shortsighted 
to completely neglect the influ-
ence of Russian hacking. 

Trump is unusually sympathet-

ic to Putin and his actions and 
words have implied that he 
wants to cozy up to the Krem-
lin. Some argue that being soft 
on Russia is intended to benefit 
Trump’s assets abroad, where-
as others claim that Trump is 
ignorant of the threat that Rus-
sia poses to US hegemony. Re-
gardless of motive, for a major-
ity of the election, the threat of 
Russian involvement was dis-
missed as superficial. 

In July, news broke that the 
DNC was hacked. Emails from 
the organization and from indi-
viduals within the organization 
were leaked that exposed the 
strategies and inner-most con-
versations between high rank-
ing officials. 

The hack on the DNC seemed 
to be a large blow to the Dem-
ocratic party. Leaked emails 
showed that Democrats were 
in favor of Hillary Clinton over 

Caroline Hull

What Russian Hacking Means for the 
US-Russia Relationship
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her primary opponent Bernie 
Sanders. DNC members are 
supposed to be relatively unbi-
ased due to their major role in 
the primary process. In light of 
the incident, Debbie Wasser-
man Schultz, the head of the 
DNC, resigned. Russia accom-
plished its goal: one of Ameri-
ca’s largest political parties be-
gan to unravel.

In late July and then again in 
late August, the hypothesis 
that Russia was involved in 
hacking the DNC gained pop-
ularity. US intelligence agen-
cies became more confident 
that Russia was to blame. They 
found that the methods used 
to hack the DNC were reminis-
cent of Russian cyber trends in 
other known hacks directed by 
the Kremlin.

On October 7th, the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security 
and Office of the Director of 
National Intelligence on Elec-
tion Security released a joint 
statement articulating that 
“the U.S. Intelligence Commu-
nity (USIC) is confident that the 
Russian Government direct-
ed the recent compromises of 
e-mails from US persons and 
institutions, including from US 

political organizations.” 

However, the most important 
news broke on December 16th 
when the CIA concluded that 
not only did Russia hack into 
the DNC, but it intervened in 
the US election with the inten-
tion of helping Trump win.

From the time of the DNC 
hack until now, Donald Trump 
has refused to acknowledge 
Russia’s role in the election. He 
blamed China for the hacking 
scandal and questioned the 
competence of US intelligence 
agencies in tweets, debates, 
and interviews.

In one news conference, he 
even encouraged Russia to find 
and turn over Hillary Clinton’s 
33,000 missing emails. Not only 
is this request ironic because 
prior to this statement Trump 
had refused to acknowledge 
that Russia was even remote-
ly involved in any US hacking, 
but it is also illegal. According 
to a Hillary for America policy 
advisor, Trump had just encour-
aged a US geopolitical rival to 
engage in “espionage against 
his political opponent.”

On January 11th, while still 

refusing to acknowledge that 
Russian hacking had any influ-
ence on the election, Trump fi-
nally admitted that Russia was 
one actor who participated in 
hacking the United States. 

Whether Russian hacking had 
any real impact on the 2016 
election results will never be 
fully known. However, inci-
dents of Russian hacking can 
further delegitimize the pow-
er of the US government and 
evoke Cold War fears of Rus-
sian-US tension. Ultimately, it 
is what the hacking and lack of 
acknowledgement of the hack-
ing by the Trump administra-
tion represent that will contin-
ue to influence US politics for 
months and years to come.

Russia and United States rela-
tions exist on shaky ground. 
With Putin at the helm, Russia 
has expressed desires to ag-
gressively expand its empire. 
The US has seen these acts of 
aggression as threats to Amer-
ican prosperity, but Trump 
seems to fundamentally dis-
agree with these sentiments. 
Trump must act thoughtfully as 
Russia becomes increasingly in-
fluential in global politics.

Thank you for taking the time to read our publication. Once again, 
if you have any interest in writing, editing, designing, or working on 

our website, email oneile@carleton.edu
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USS Zumwalt, DDG 1000
The USS Zumwalt is without 
a doubt the most sophis-
ticated and technological-
ly advanced warship ever 
created. Her tumble-
home hull and com-
postie superstruc-
ture reduces the 

radar signature to that of a 
small fishing vessel, creating 
the world’s first stealth de-
stroyer. 

As geopolitical align-
ments and alliances 

are beginning to 

shift and seem uncertain, 
this ship will play an increas-
ingly important role, along 
with the USS Gerald R. Ford 
class of aircraft carriers, in 
American power projection 
and security worldwide. 



 18Page
PolitiCarl

carletonpoliticarl.wordpress.com


